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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 
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Art Unit: 3636 

The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent 
the unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a 
patent and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. See In re 
Goodman, 11 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In reLongi, 759 
F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 
USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 
1970);and, In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) may be 
used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double 
patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent is shown to be 
commonly owned with this application. See 37 CFR 1.130(b). 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully 
comply with 37 CFR 3.73(b). 

Claims 1-19 and 26 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousnesstype double patenting as being unpatentable over claim 1 of U.S. 
Patent No. 6,669,285. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not 
patentably distinct from each other because the limitations found in the application 
are either met by, or are obvious in view of claim 1 of the patent. 

Claim 9 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 9 appears incomplete, as the last line does not end correctly. 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 
that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless — 



(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
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granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by 
the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in 
section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the 
United States only if the international application designated the United States and was 
published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-5, 7 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Chu. 

Figures 1 and 2 show structure as claimed, including a headrest pillow with a 
display device in an opening on its rear side, and cables extending through the 
hollow post of the headrest to connect the display device with a power source. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject 
matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

Claims 6,8 and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Chu. 

The type of display device and cable is considered a matter of design choice 
and obvious mechanical expediency, as is the material of the support pillar. 

Claims 9-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chu in view of Ikeda et al. 

To have provided the headrest of Chu with a conventional tilting mechanism, 
for additional comfort and versatility, would have been an obvious modification to 



Application/Control Number: 10/610,956 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3636 

one with ordinary skill in the art, as such is shown to be old and well known in the 
art by Ikeda et al (Fig. 1). 

Claims 13-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chu in view of Dixon. 

Dixon (figs. 3,4) teaches the use of a housing and monitor attachment bezel 
21 for mounting a video display within a backrest, and in view of this suggestion, to 
have utilized such a housing and bezel for the display device of Chu, for securement 
and mounting purposes, would have been well within the level of skill in the art. 

Claims 20-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chu in view of Lobanoff. 

To have provided the video display of Chu with a hinged padded cover, for 
protection purposes, would have been an obvious modification to one with ordinary 
skill in the art, as such is shown to be old and well known in the art by Lobanoff 
(figs. 1,2). 

Claims 23-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chu in view of ul Azam et al. 

To have provided the video display device of Chu with a remote control, for 
versatility, would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art, as such is 
shown to be conventional by ul Azam et al (fig. 2). 

Claim 27 is allowed. 
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The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Spielman, Nguyen, Beukema, Lu, Boudinot and Sanford et al show various 
features of the invention. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Peter R. Brown whose telephone number is 703- 



Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703- 
308-1113. ^ n 



308-2103 




^^ei^4trtJrown 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3636 
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